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argument to show why approval of
NADA No. 7-461V and NADA No, 9-009V
should not be withdrawn. Promulgation
of the order will cause any drugs similar
in composition to the above cited drug
products and recommended for similar
conditions of use to be a new animal
drug for which an approved new animal
drug application is not in effect. Any
such drug then on the market will be
subject to appropriate regulatory action.

Within 30 days after publication here-
of in the FEDERAL REGISTER, such persons
are required to file with the Hearing
Clerk, Department of Health, Education,
and Welfare, Office of the General Coun-
sel, Room 6-88, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rock-
ville, Md. 20852, a written appearance
electing whether:

1. To avail themselves of the oppor-
tunity for a hearing; or

2. Not to avail themselves of the op-
portunity for a hearing. If such persons
elect not to avail themselves of the op-
portunity for a hearing, the Commis-
sioner, without further notice, will enter
a final order withdrawing approval of
the new animal drug application.

Failure of such persons to file a written
appearance of election within said 30
days will be construed as an election by
said persons not to avail themselves of
the opportunity for a hearing.

The hearing contemplated by this no-
tice will be dpen to the public except
that any portion of the hearing that con-
cerns a method or process which the
Commissioner finds is entitled to pro-
tection as a trade secret will not be open
to the public, unless the respondent spec-
ifies otherwise in his appearance.

If such persons elect to avail them-
selves of the opportunity for a hearing,
they must file a written appearance re-
questing the hearing and giving the rea-
sons why approval of the new animal
drug applications should not be with-~
drawn together with a well-organized
and full-factual analysis of the clinical
and other investigational data they are
prepared to prove in support of their op-
position to the grounds for this notice.
A request for a hearing may not rest
upon mere allegations or denials but
must set forth specific facts showing that
there is a genuine and substantial issue
of fact that requires a hearing, When it
clearly appears from the data in the
application and from the reasons and
factual analysis in the request for the
hearing that no genuine and substantial
issue of fact precludes the withdrawal
of approval of the applications, the Com-
missioner will enter an order stating his
findings and conclusions on such data.
If a hearing is requested and is justified
by the response to this notice, the issues
will be defined, a hearing examiner will
be named, and he shall issue a written
notice of the time and place at which
the hearing will commence.

- Responses to this notice will be avail-
able for public inspettion in the Office
of the Hearing Clerk (address given
above), during regular business hours,
Monday through Friday.

This notice is issued pursuant to pro-
vislons of the Federal Food, Drug, and
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Cosmetic Act (sec. 512, 82 Stat. 343-51;
21 U.S.C. 360b) and under the authority
cziellgg;;ted to the Commissioner (21 CFR

Dated: September 15, 1972.

Sax D. FnE,
Associate Commissioner
for Compliance.

[FR Doc.72-16167 Filed 9-21-72;8:49 am]

* DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Railroad Administration
[FRA E.0.No. 1]

FLEXI-VAN CARS

Emergency Order Regarding Prohibi-
tion of Use and Notice of Investiga-
tion .

The Penn Central Transportation Co.
has approximately 1,443 Flexi-Van cars.
About 400 of these cars are currently in
use for high-speed mail service. These
cars have been designed for moving con-
tainers and consist essentially of a main
load carrying longitudinal center mem-
ber with end platforms mounted on
standard trucks. Other railroads also
operate these Flexi-Van cars. There are
five categories of Flexi-Van cars desig-
nated as Mark I, IT, III, IV, and V.

ORDER

On August 30, 1972, safety inspectors
of the Federal Railroad Administration’s
Office of Safety conducted an inspection
and investigation of 58 Flexi-Van cars on
the line of the Penn Central Transpor-
tation Co. These cars were carefully
examined by the FRA inspectors. This
detailed inspection disclosed that 32 of
the 58 cars in the Mark III and IV desig-
nation so examined and inspected had
cracked center-sill members, Sixteen of
these 32 cars were in trains operated by
the Penn Central at the time of the in-
spection and investigation. Many of
these cars had center-sill fractures
drilled at terminus but fractures had
progressed, beyond the point of stress
relief. A number of these cars had not
been repaired in any manner, although
this matter had previously been called
to the atiention of the Penn Central
Transportation Co. by the Federal Rail-
road Administration.

In addition to the August 30, 1972, in-
spection and investigation, inspectors of
the Federal Railroad Administration’s
Office of Safety also conducted an in-
spection and investigation of Penn Cen-
tral’'s Flexl-Van cars on May 3, August
17, and September 7, 1972. These cars
were also in the Mark IIT and Mark IV
designation. The detailed inspection on
September 7 disclosed that 17 of the 27
cars examined had cracked center-sill
members. At that time the FRA advised
~the Penn Central of the dangerous nature
of the center-sill problem. However, the
Penn Central has thus far failed to take
effective remedial action.
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In addition to the matters set forth
immediately above, the FRA inspections
and investigations have disclosed thab
Flexi-Van cars are operating in high-
speed service on the lines of the Penn
Central Transportation Co. Due to the
high percentage of these cars which have
defective center-sills and due to the po~
tential for an extremely dangerous acel«
dent if the center member fails com-
pletely, a very hazardous condition now
exists.

I have thoroughly reviewed and care~
fully considered this matter. X therefore,
conclude our inspections and investign-
tions show that Flexi{-Van cars in the
Mark III and IV designation, which are
more specifically set forth below, are in
unsafe condition and thereby create an
emergency situation involving a hazard
of death or injury to persons affected
by the use of such equipment. Therefore,
pursuant to authority contained in sec-
tion 203 of the Federal Raflroad Safety
Act of 1970 (45 U.S.C. section 432) dole-
gated to me under § 1.49(n) of the regu~
lations of the Secretary of Transporta-
tion (49 CFR 1.49(n)), I hereby issue
this order prohibiting the further use by
any railroad of the Mark III and Mark
IV Flexi-Van cars listed in Table I,
effective 12:01 a.m. on September 27,
1972, subject to the following conditions:

(1) All Flexi-Van cars, Mark III and
IV designation, that are inspected and
found not to contain cracked center-sill
members may be placed in service aftex
12:01 a.m., September 27, 1972. Each
railroad shall promptly notify the FRA
Office of Safety in writing of each cox
that is placed in service, including in the
notice the number of each car and the
date of inspection.

(2) Each Flexi~-Van car, Mark III or
IV designation, that is placed in service
in a train under clause (1) shall be in-
spected for a cracked center-sill at each
terminal where the car is loaded or un-
loaded, but not less frequently than once
every 48 hours. A car found to contaln o
cracked center-sill shall promptly be
removed from service.

It is further ordered that none of the
Mark IIT and IV Flexi~Van cars which
have center-sill cracks may be returned
to service until the rallrond concerned
submits evidence that the car has been
repaired in a manner approved by the
FRA Office of Safety.

An opportunity for review of this order
shall be provided in accordance with see~
tion 554 of title 5 of the United States
Code.

A civil penalty of not less than $250
nor more than $2,500 will be assezsed for
each violation of this order, and cach
day of such violation will constitute o
separate offense (45 U.S.C. section 438).

Norice

In addition to those Flexi-Van caxs
with the Mark III and IV designation,
there remain other cars bearing the dez«
ignations Mark I, IT, and V. These latter
designated cars are not required to bo
taken out of service by the above order.
However, the condition of cars desig-
nated I, I, and V must be conslidered,
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since they may also be a source of poten-
tial danger.

The FRA has not yet determined
whether cars marked I, II, and V have
the same center-sill problem as cars with
the IIT and IV designation. Therefore,
each railrcad which owns or leases cars
designated I, I, and V is requested to
inspect its cars and to report the con-
dition of each car’s center-sill member
to the FRA Office of Safety, 400 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, DC 20590,
before October 4, 1972. A report s'nquld
specify the car number, type of service,
and its location, and describe the center-
sill fracture, if any. If repairs have been
attempted, the report should briefly

NOTICES

state whether or not the repalr has
proven effective. -

In addition to this request for infor-
mation, the FRA Office of Safety will
commence an investigation and inspec-
tion of Flexi~-Van cars with the Mark T,
IO, and V gesignations. The invéstigation
will be conducted pursuant to section 208
of the Federal Raillroad Safety Act of
1970 which includes the power of sub-
pena; The FRA will conduct this in-
vestization to decide whether or not to
issue an emergency order with rezpect to
cars designated I, IT, and V, similar to the
one included above concerning the Afark
IIX and IV cars.
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Issued in Washington, D.C., on September 20, 1972,

[FR Doe.72-16291 Flled 9-21-72,3:50 am]

ATOMIG ENERGY COMMISSION

[Dockets Nos. 50-352, 50-353]
PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC CO.

Order Reconvening Evidentiary
Hearing

In the matter of Philadelphia Electric
Co. (Limerick Generating Station Units
l1and 2).

The Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board has inquired of the attorneys for
the parties, pursuant to the rules of
practice of the Commission, concerning

their readiness to proceed to presenta-
tion of evidence and the earliest and
most convenient date for reconvening
the evidentiary session of the proceed-
ings, All attorneys have agreed on the
date of October 16, 1972.

Wherejore, it is ordered, In accordance
with the Atomic Energy Act, as amended,
and the rules of practice of the Commis-
sion, And take notice that an evidentiary
session of the hearing shall reconvene
at 2 pm. on Monday, October 16, 1972,
in the Pott’s Room, Holiday Inn, West

- King Street at Route 100, Pottstown, Pa.

The Attorneys have estimated that this
session® will utilize either 2 days or 2%
days. The Atomic Safety and Iicensing

Jomuwr W. InGRA:,
Administrator.

Board is reserving 5 days to be available
for this session of hearings.
Issued: September 15, 1972, German-
town, Md.
ATOMIC SAFETY AlD LICENS-
¢ BoAnp,
SAMUEL W. JENSCH,
Chairman.
[FR D2r.72-16140 Filed 9-21-72:8:46 am]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

[Dseket No. 24705; Order 72-8-123)
PARTICIPATING AIRLINES

Order of Investigation and Suspension
Regarding Multiple-Container Pick-
up and Delivery Charges at Numer-
ous Points

Correction

In F.R. Doc. 72-15106 appearine at
page 18051 of the issue for Wednecday,
September 6, 1972, the agency desirma-
tion in brackets should read o3 set forth
above; and the third, fourth, and fifth
lines of Footnote 4 should be transferred
to appear at the end of the first com-~
plete parasraph in the center column of
pagze 18052.

19341

[Dacket 270, 24419]

SOCIETA’ AEREA MEDITERRANEA
SAM S.p.A.

Notice of Postponement of Hearing

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958, as amended, that the hearinz in
the above-entitled proceedins now sched-
uled to commence on September 28, 1972
(37 F.R. 17233), is hereby postponed un-
til further notice ot the requzst of the
applicant.

Dated at Washinsten, D.C, Sentem-
ber 18, 1972,

[sear] RonenT L. Parxg,
Asseciale Chicf Administratire
Law Judge.

[FR Do2.72-16176 Filed 9-21-72;8:49 am}

IDaclet 1o, 23333; Order 72-9~53]

INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT
ASSOCIATION

Order Regarding Specific Commodity
Rates

Issued under delezated authority Sep-
tember 14, 1972,

An acreement has been filed with the
Board pursuant to section 412¢(3) of the
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (the Act»
and Part 261 of the Board’s Economic
Remulations, between varfous air car-
riers, forelm air carriers, and other ear-
riers embodied in the resolutions of the
International Air Transport Asseciation
(IATA), and adopted pursuant to the
provisions of Resolution 599 dealinz with
speelfic commodity rates.

The arrecment, adopted pursuant to
unprotested notices to the carriers and
promulsated in an JATA letter dated Au-
cust 30, 1972, names additional specific
commodity rates, as set forth in the at-
tachment hereto.! Theze rates reflect a
reduction from the othervise applicable
generzal cargo rates.

Pursuant to authority duly delegated
by the Board in the Board’s regulations,
14 CFR 385.14, it is not found that the
subject asreement is adverse to the pub-
Hc interest or in violation of the Act,
provided that approval is subject to the
condition hereinafter ordered.

Accordingly, itis ordered, That:

Agreement CAB 23282, R-1 throuzh
R~12, be and hereby is approved, pro-
vided that approval shall not constitute
approval of the specific commodity de-
scriptions containgd therein for pur-
pozes of toriffi publications; provided
{urther that fariff filings shall be marized
to become effective on not less than 39
days’ notice from the date of filing.

Persons entitled fo petition the Board
for review of this order, pursuant to the
RBoard’s regulations, 14 CFR 385.50, may
file such petitions within 16 days after
the date of cervice of this order.

* Attachment filed as part of the orizinal
dscument.
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